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assume are initially typed f' or the Judge for the court anrJ
that a copv could be reproduced rathez than retvoed, annd
1n that instance, I think we have got a real ~od thin~
going and I would like to get in the business. Is there
something that precludes the use of a co-,:v, ie I want
a copy of that txanscript that she has tvped for the
court :

SE',JATOR SARNETTJ I don't think it refers to the copv.
refers to the sheet that they would have tvperl be"ore thev
made the copy, Senatox' Murphy. It refers strictly to that,
the ones they type, the transcriotion oart of it, that is
a l l .

SE'.JATOR WJRPHY: Now the Clerk, if I understand the oro
cedure, types the proceedings of the court. rJow that
proceeding, I assume, is kept f'ox the Judpe. Someone wants
a copy of 1t. Must it be typed again2

SENATOR BARNETTJ They wouldn't type that one. I am sure
Senator Luedtke could answer that but they would ir theze
was an appeal or something like that. Men thev would have
to go ax!dappeal. I have got some other information, too,
but ask that last one to Senator Luedtke, Murph.

S ENATOR MJJRPHY: F i n e .

SPEAKER LUEDTKE: Mr. President, I would be glad to answer
that. It is the transcription that you are paving f' or
not the typing. I quite agree with you, Senator r4urohv,
if it were Just a matter of taking a copy that was alreadv
filed in the court. You can merelv get a copy o" that by
a copying machine. That would be a simple orocess. >his
particular matter has not been reduced to a transcriotion.
They have not taken it fzom their, whether t'hev he notes
or machine, it takes the proficiency of a professional
to transcr1be his notes. "'hat is what vou ax'e paving or,
the tz'anscribing of the notes and the tyoing of those
transcriptions.

SENATOR MURPHYJ Senator, does he not make that transcrlotion
for the Judge for his review of the court, f' or his review
of the p r oceedings2

SPEAKER LUEDTKE: Only when the Judge z'equires it and there
is case after case after case that is not reduced. I f v o u
think every last word that is spoken in a court of law is
automatically reduced to writing like we do here, vou are
wrong. It is only when you get it up on appeal or wnen
you want the transcript1on for some puz pose. That i s t he r e
as a xecord to be transcribed upon aopeal or uoon some reason
such as is required under this law and that 1s whv this
thing is so imoortant. If' vou, as a person, have been in
a lawsuit and you want a transcriotion oe the recoxrl,vou
have got to pay for it. If you are a countv attornev on
a criminal case, the county has got to pav f' or it. I " vou
are going to po into a, either you need it f' or purooses
of another case coming down the line or an aopeal ox im
peaching testimony of a witness, you ask the court reoorter
to do this work but it is not simply cooyinF a oiece o<
paper that has already been transcribed. T hat i s w ha t v o u
assume, it is not.

SE!JATOR MURPHY: Then is there provision in this bill that


